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Recommendations

	ID
	Open Date
	Section
	Description
	Status

	001
	2005.05.06
	4.1
	4.1 is not necessary.  Use cases are for the understanding of the RD and are not normative, therefore there is no need to support or not support them.
[source: O2]
	This section exists because it is part of the current AD template and will be retained as is.

	002
	2005.05.06
	4.2
	a. Too much detail and could potentially conflict with the RD table which should reflect requirements which have not been implemented. 
b. In particular the table indicates things which are or are not supported by the TSs; the table should only cover the architecture, and should not be definitive.  
c. The definitive table should be in the RD and reviewed by REQ.

[source: O2]
	a. This section exists because it is part of the current AD template and will be retained as is.  
b. References to technical specifications removed. The intent was to point out that the some requirements from the RD requirements were actually business issues and not technical requirements.

c. No action – comment is addressed to the RD, not the AD under review.


Editorial Comments

	Document Rev
	Section
	Description
	Status

	
	all
	There are line numbers in the spec which do not appear in the template or other ADs.  We should have consistency.

[Source: O2]
	Line numbers were added as a review aid and will not be in the final version

	
	???
	there is at least one box which is marked "delete this comment" which has not been deleted

[Source: O2]
	All such comments will be deleted
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